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international Workshop on the Leibniz Renaissance: The 
Reasons for Contemporary Interest in Leibniz’ Thought 
By Massimo Mugnai 
Centro Fiorentino di Storia e Filosojia della Scienza, Villa Strozzi, Via Pisana, 77183, 50134 
Florence, Italy 
From June 2 to 5, 1986, the Florence Center for the History and Philosophy of 
Science, under the aegis of the Leibniz-Gesellschaft (Hanover) and the Floren- 
tine Centro di Cultura per Stranieri, set up a workshop “On the Leibniz Renais- 
sance: The Reasons for Contemporary Interest in Leibniz’ Thought.” Invitees to 
the meeting included historians of mathematics, logicians, and philosophers who, 
over the last years, have worked on Leibniz and Leibniz’ contribution to scientific 
and philosophic thought. 
Six papers dealt with the examination of a few aspects of Leibniz’ mathematics 
and physics. H. J. Bos of the University of Utrecht (On Leibniz’ Calculus) pro- 
duced a vivid comparison between Leibniz’s conceptions of the infinitesimal cal- 
culus and the “non-standard analysis.” E. Knobloch of the Technical University 
of Berlin (Leibniz et son manuscrit inedite sur la quadrature des sections con- 
iques) supplied a detailed illustration of the vicissitudes of a leibnizian manuscript 
on quadrature, and related about its content with a commentary on the solutions 
suggested by Leibniz himself. E. Giusti of the University of Florence (Images of 
the Continuum) displayed the several images of the continuum dominating in 
mathematics in Leibniz’ time, and pointed out that these images influenced the 
very mathematical thinking of Leibniz who, however, contributed to make them 
new, and actually surpassed them by the invention of the calculus. 
Luigi Pepe of the University of Ferrara (Leibniz et 1’Analyse mathematique) 
supplied documentary evidence about Leibniz’s influence on Italian mathematics 
in the 18th century and in the beginning of the following one. 
H. Breger of Leibniz-Archiv, Hanover, compared the diverse notions of sym- 
metry present in Leibniz’s writings about mathematics and geometry with the 
conceptions of symmetry contained in his contribution on physics. 
D. Bertoloni Meli of the Department of History and Philosophy of Science, 
Cambridge, showed that Leibniz had tried to apply the infinitesimal calculus to the 
study of heavenly phenomena in an unpublished paper containing an argument on 
Newton’s Principia. 
Twelve other speakers contributed papers on the history of science, logic, 
philosophy, and metaphysics, among others: 
M. L. Dalla Chiara and M. Mugnai, A Formal Reconstruction of Leibniz’ Znten- 
tional Semantics 
K. D. Dutz, Backgrounds of Recent Linguistic Znterest in Leibniz’ Thought 
W. Lenzen, Concept us Predicates: Leibniz’ challenge to Modern Logic 
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B. Mates, Leibnizean Possible Worlds and Related Modern Concepts 
A. Robinet, L’Avenir des Ptudes sur l’arcitectonique Leibnizienne 
C. Wilson, Matter and Activity: Leibniz and the XVIIth Century Debates on 
Spirits, Powers, and Forces in Nature 
A Report on the Symposium on the History of Recent 
Mathematics 
Sandbjerg, Denmark, August 21-25, 1986 
By Jeremy Gray 
The Faculty of Mathematics, The Open University. Milton Keynes MK7 &IA, England 
A small conference of some 30 people was organized by Kirsti Andersen of 
Aarhus University and Jesper Ltitzen of Copenhagen University to discuss recent 
developments in the history of 19th century mathematics. The conference was 
organized around three substantial presentations: Ivor Grattan-Guinness gave 
four talks on “Applications of Mathematics: The Case of Mathematical Physics”; 
Tom Hawkins gave four talks on “The Origins of the Theory of the Structure and 
Representations of Lie Algebras” ; and Jesper Liitzen gave four talks on “Joseph 
Liouville, a Mathematician and His Time.” It was generally felt that in this way 
people had been given a good chance to acquaint themselves with current work, 
that the speakers had been enabled to organize their material in a variety of 
stimulating ways, and that there had been ample time for discussion. This format 
for a conference can therefore be strongly recommended. 
Almost everyone present had also been invited to give a short presentation. The 
following papers were given: 
Kirsti Andersen, “On the History of Linear Perspective;” 
Henk Bos, “The Concept of Construction in 17th Century Mathematics;” 
Umberto Bottazzini, “Complex Function Theory and Elliptic Functions-The 
Rigorization of Analysis in the 1860s;” 
Amy Dahan, “Mecanique et theorie des surfaces-le cas de Sophie Germain;” 
Joe Dauben, “Abraham Robinson and Non-standard Analysis: History, Philos- 
ophy, and Foundations of Mathematics;” 
Jean Dhombres, “The Proof by Cauchy and Abel of the Binomial Theorem- 
Infinitesimals, You Said?;” 
Harold Edwards, “Kronecker on the Foundations of Mathematics;” 
Menso Folkerts , “E. H. Dirksen und sein Wirken an der Berliner Universitat 
(1820-1850);” 
